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Art Unit: 3692 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to applicants 5 communication filed on June 29 5 2007. 
Amendments to claims 59-60, 64-65 and 83 have been entered. Claims 59-67 and 78-83 are 
pending in the application and have been examined. The objections to the specification, 
rejections and response to arguments are stated below. 

Specification 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. £ 112, first paragraph, as failing to support 
the subject matter set forth in the claims. The specification, as originally filed does not provide 
support for the invention as now claimed. 

The test to be applied under the written description portion of 35 U.S.C. § 11.2, first 
paragraph, is whether the disclosure of the application as originally filed reasonably conveys to 
the artisan that the inventor had possession at that time of later claimed subject matter. Vas-CaU 
Inc. v. Mahurkar. 935 F. 2d 1555. 1565, 19 USPQ2dllL 1118 (Fed. Cir. 19911 reh'rg denied 
'(.Fed. Cir. July & 1991) and reh'rz, en banc, denied (Fed. Cir. July 29, 1991). 

Claims 59-67 and 78-83 include the limitation " receiving identification information for a 
plurality of financial accounts from an account holder, wherein the information is entered by the 
account holder in an account holder device and transmitted to the financial management system 
via a communications network according to standard protocols accessible to any user of the 
network". Claims 64-65 also include the limitation " wherein recommending comprises 
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displaying information on the account holder device " and " wherein offering comprises 
displaying information on the account holder device " respectively. However, the specification 
does not provide a written description disclosure to support the claimed limitation of " receiving 
identification information for a plurality of financial accounts from an account holder, wherein 
the information is entered by the account holder in an account holder device and transmitted to 
the financial management system via a communications network according to standard protocols 
accessible to any user of the network", " wherein recommending comprises displaying 
information on the account holder device " and " wherein offering comprises displaying 
information on the account holder device ". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5'. Claims 59-67 and 78-83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. In particular, claims 59-67 and 78-83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
first paragraph, for the reasons set forth in the objection to the specification. 

For the art rejections given below, the claims are interpreted in light of 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
first paragraph rejections discussed above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 59-67 and 78-83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Grant et al (US Patent 4,694,397) 

Claims 59 and 83, Grant teaches a method and a computer-readable medium having 
s(pred thereon a computer program that is executable by a processor to perform a method 
comprising: a processor-based financial management system receiving identification information 
for a plurality of financial accounts from an account holder, wherein the information is entered 
by the account holder in an account holder device and transmitted to the financial management 
system via a communications network according to standard protocols accessible to any user of 
the network (See Grant Abstract, Figure 1, Column 3 lines 10-50, Column 5 lines 15-20, 
according to applicant's disclosure on page 7 lines 24-25 an account holder refers to any person 
having access to an account. Hence a customer having dual status and a broker, all fit this 
description); the financial management system identifying a first account balance associated with 
a first account of the plurality of financial accounts, wherein the first account is associated with a 
first financial institution, first financial-institution, and wherein the financial management system 
is coupled via a network to the first financial institution (See Grant Abstract, Column 3 lines 16- 
50 and Column 4 lines 3-26, brokerage and/or banking accounts imply plurality of financial 
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accounts); the financial management system further identifying a second account balance 
associated with a second account of the plurality of financial accounts, wherein the second 
account is associated with a second financial institution, the second financial institution being 
independent of the first financial institution, and wherein the financial management system is 
coupled to the second financial institution via the network (See Grant Abstract, Column 1 lines 
11-18, Column 3 lines 16-50 and Column 5 line 35 - Column 6 line 10, banking and brokerage 
institutions are separate and independent, brokerage and/or banking accounts imply plurality of 
financial accounts); obtaining account information from the first and second accounts using 
access information provided by an account holder (See Grant Figure 1, Abstract, Column 4 lines 
5-25 and Column 5 line 35 - Column 6 line 10); the financial management system comparing the 
first account balance to a particular value; if the first account balance exceeds the particular 
value, the financial management system recommending a transfer of funds from the first account 
to the second account associated with the second financial institution, wherein the first account 
and the second account have a common account holder, and wherein the recommendation to 
transfer funds identifies an amount to be transferred equal to the value by which the first account 
balance exceeds the particular value; and if the first account balance is below the particular 
value, the financial management system recommending a transfer of funds from the second 
account to the first account (See Grant Figure 1, Abstract, Column 2 lines 25-43). A computer- 
readable medium having stored thereon a computer program that is executable by a processor to 
perform the method is inherent in the disclosure. 

Grant does not explicitly teach the step of accessing each of the first and second financial 
institutions separately via the network. 
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Official notice is taken that the step of accessing each of a plurality of financial 
institutions separately via a network is old and well known. Using Internet to access a plurality 
of institutions helps a user get information in an efficient and timely manner. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
include this feature to the invention of Grant. The combination of disclosures suggests that 
users would have benefited from the efficient and timely retrieval of information according to 
the needs of the user. 

Claims 60-67 and 78-82, Grant teaches the steps wherein obtaining account information 
and comparing the first account balance to a particular value is performed automatically at 
periodic intervals (See Grant Column 3 lines 42-52); comparing the first account balance to a 
particular value includes applying at least one rule associated with the first account (See Grant 
Column 2 lines 25-43); the first account is a checking account and the second account is a 
savings account (banking accounts imply these accounts); the second account pays a higher 
interest rate than the first account (old and well known); if the first account balance is below the 
particular value, the financial management system recommending a transfer of funds from the 
second account to the first account in an amount equal to the value by which the first account 
balance is below the particular value, wherein recommending comprises displaying information 
on the account holder device (See Grant Column 2 lines 25-43 and claim 3); offering to the 
account holder to perform the recommended transfer of funds from the first account to the 
second account, wherein offering comprises displaying information on the account holder device 
(See Grant Column 4 lines 45-52 and claim 3, means for displaying messages and special 
handling is interpreted to include this feature); executing the transfer of funds from the first 
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account to the second account if the account holder aqcepts the offer to perform the 
recommended transfer of funds (old and well known); recommending a transfer of funds from 
the first account to the second account includes automatically transferring funds from the first 
account to the second account (See Grant Column 6 lines 40-48); the first account- is a checking 
account and the second account is an investment account (inherent, banking account is a 
checking account and brokerage account is an investment account); the second account offers a 
better return than the first account (old and well known); the particular value is a minimum 
balance associated with the first account (See Grant Column 2 lines 25-43); the particular value 
is a minimum required balance based on historical data (Old and well known); permitting the 
account holder to change the amount to be transferred from the first account to the second 
account (See Grant Column 4 lines 45-52, special handling is interpreted to include this feature). 

Response to Arguments 
8. In response to Applicant's arguments that "Grant clearly, fails to teach or suggest a 
method as claimed, including a processor-based financial management system receiving 
identification information for a plurality of financial accounts from an account holder, wherein 
the information is entered by the account holder in an account holder device and transmitted to 
the financial management system via a communications network according to standard protocols 
accessible to any user of the network", the examiner respectfully disagrees. Grant clearly 
discloses this feature in Figure 1, Column 3 lines 10-50, Column 5 lines 15-20. According to 
applicant's disclosure on page 7 lines 24-25 an account holder refers to any person having access 
to an account. Hence a customer having dual status and a broker are interpreted to include an 
account holder. Hence Grant teaches this claimed feature. 
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In response to Applicant's arguments that Grant clearly, fails to teach or suggest a 
method as claimed, including the second financial institution being independent of the first 
financial institution, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Grant clearly discloses this feature in 
Column 1 lines 11-18. The banking and brokerage institutions are separate and independent. 

In response to Applicant's arguments "For all of the reasons given above, one of ordinary 
skill in the art would not have been motivated to modify Grant at the time in order to achieve the 
present invention", the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed in the rejection above 
Grant teaches all of the steps except the step of accessing each of the first and second financial 
institutions separately via the network. The motivation to combine the official notice with 
Grant's invention would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. Also the examiner 
would like to point out that KSR (KSR International Co. v Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S.- 82 USPQ2d 
1385 (2007)) forecloses the argument that a specific teaching, suggestion or motivation is 
required to support a finding of obviousness. 

Applicant's other arguments with respect to pending claims 59-67 and 78-83 have been 
considered but are not persuasive in view of the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph rejections 
above. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this fjnal action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In -no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dr. Narayanswamy Subramanian whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-6751. The examiner can normally be reached Monday-Thursday from 8:30 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached at (571) 272-6702. The fax number for Formal or 
Official faxes and Draft to the Patent Office is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PMR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PMR only. For more information about the PMR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Dr. N. Subramanian 
Primary Examiner 
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